TW'CO'S. 

REPUBLICANS 

Watergate, Contd. 

| The case had begun to resemble a 
pinner party at which the silverware 
starts disappearing. A certain taut si- 
ence has descended, but one cannot 
lelp noticing an embarrassing bulge in 
one of the guests’ dinner jackets. No 
one was making any official accusations 
yet, but in the midst of a curious non-co- 
operation from the White House and 
the Committee for the Re-Election of 
the President, the suspicion grew that 
someone not far from the center of Re- 
publican power in Washington had en- 
gineered the Watergate Caper. 

It began on the night of June 17 
when police arrested five men as they 
tried to install or remove electronic bug- 
ging devices in the Democratic Nation- 
al Committee headquarters in Washing- 
ton’s Watergate complex. One of the 
men, James W. McCord Jr., was the for- 
mer security coordinator for the Com- 
mittee for the Re-Election of the Pres- 
ident. Two of the intruders carried 
papers linking them to E. Howard Hunt 
Jr., a former White House consultant 
who worked closely with the C.R.P. se- 
curity men. Since then, the case has been 
quietly burgeoning into the most in- 
triguing and potentially volatile mys- 
tery of the election year. At least two 
former White House aides seem to be 
involved in the plot, and federal inves- 
tigators have learned that a total of 
$114,000 in money from the Commit- 
tee for the Re-Election of the President 
found its way into the Miami bank ac- 
count of Bernard Barker, the leader 
of the Watergate Five and an ex-CIA 
agent. 

Plumber. The Justice Department 
has discovered that $25,000 of the mon- 
ey was gathered by Kenneth H. Dahl- 
berg, the Republican finance chairman 
in the Midwest, who told the FBI he had 
collected the cash from G.O.P. contrib- 
utors early in April. He converted it into 
a $25,000 cashier’s check on April 10, 
and the next day gave the check to Mau- 
rice Stans, the former Commerce Sec- 
retary who is now Nixon’s national 
finance chairman. Stans, who is expect- 
ed to be called soon to testify before 
the grand jury investigating the case, has 
reportedly explained that he dropped 
the $25,000 into the C.R.P.’s campaign 
chest and does not know what happened 
to it after that. 

On April 20, according to the Jus- 
tice Department, Barker deposited the 
$25,000 check in his bank account, 
along with $89,000 he apparently also 
received from the C.R.P. by way of a 
Mexican intermediary. On April 25, 
Barker withdrew $25,000 from the ac- 
count. During this period, the FBI has 
learned. Barker also made several 
phone calls to the C.R.P. The calls were 
placed to telephones used by G. Gor- 
don Liddy, who was then the attorney 
for the C.R.P.’s finance committee. Lid- 
dy was fired by the C.R.P. after he re- 



fused to answer the questions of FBI 
agents, investigating the Watergate bug- 
ging. The man who dismissed him, for- 
mer Nixon Campaign Manager John 
Mitchell, left the campaign a few days 
later because, he said, his wife Martha 
wanted him out of politics. Liddy had 
worked in the White House with Hunt, 
a former CIA agent who has also refused 
to respond to FBI questions. Hunt left 
the White House last spring. Before they 
apparently moved into political surveil- 
lance, Liddy and Hunt were part of a 
White House team known as “the 
plumbers,’’ because they were assigned 
to investigate the source of leaks to the 
press like that of the Pentagon papers. 
Indeed, an office that Liddy worked out 
of for a time was whimsically adorned 
with a sign saying plumber. Another 
former White House aide, Hugh W. 
Sloan Jr., became treasurer of the 
C.R.P.’s finance committee last spring, 
then quit abruptly on July 14 as the FBI 
pushed its investigation. 

In the C.R.P. campaign-contribu- 
tion reports, the Justice Department has 
been unable to find any record of the 
$25,000 cashier’s check, nor is there any 
trace of the $89,000. The records, if 
they ever existed, vanished by the time 
the agents came to examine them. 
Among other things, the investigation 
now raises additional questions about 
the tactics of the committee in prevent- 
ing disclosure of the identity of wealthy 
donors during the campaign. A congres- 
sional act requiring such disclosure be- 
came effective April 7. But the C.R.P. 
received the $25,000 check on April 1 1 . 
According to the Justice Department, 
the C.R.P. now takes the position that 
the $25,000 did not come under the law 
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